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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments filed on October 1 , 2007. Claim 1 is amended and claims 
12-13 are cancelled. Thus, claims 1-1 1 are pending for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ho 

et al (US Patent 6,964,053 B2) in view of Wachtel (US Patent Application Pub. No. 

2002/0194181 A1). 

As per claim 1 , Ho discloses [a] computer system for allowing at least two client 
processes (Fig. 1, col. 10, lines 35-40) to access data through a server process (col. 10, 
lines 31-33, as common application metamodel (CAM), said server process comprising 
an application and an engine (Fig. 3, col. 10, lines 44-46, as CAM consists of language 
metamodels (application) and application domain interface metamodel (an engine), 

wherein the engine is adapted to receive requests (col. 1 1 , lines 35-40, as these 
application interface are access points to the applications through which all input and 
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output are connected, these interface are in terms of application interface metamodels) 
in a first language from one of client processes and issuing responses in the first 
language to said one of client processes (col. 4, lines 5-9, as initiating the transaction 
on the end user application in a first language to the server), and 

the engine is adapted to communicate with the application in a second language 
distinct from the first language (col. 4, lines 10-14, as converting the transaction to an 
application written in a different language running on the application server), the second 
language being an object-oriented language with objects having properties and 
associated with events (Fig. 4, as Cobol metamodel, C metamodel, col. 4, lines 20-21, 
col. 10, line 53, col. 14, lines 45-53); and 

wherein the engine is adapted to issue responses in the first language to said 
one of client processes according to the objects instantiated by the application and to 
their properties (col. 13, lines 21-42, as populate the data into the original format as 
previous output form generated by the user, transmitting the transaction output data to 
the user); and 

the engine is adapted to provide updated properties and events to the application 
in the second language according to requests received in the first language from said 
one of client processes (col. 15, lines 44-58, as additional language models are added 
to CAM). 

Ho does not explicitly teach, (but Wachtel does teach) an application managing 
said data and the application is adapted to instantiate objects, to evaluate properties of 
instantiated objects based on data and to react to events, in response to said engine 
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communicating with said application (para. 0046). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time invention was made to combine the teachings 
of the cited references to includes an application manages data and to instantiate 
objects, to evaluate properties of instantiated objects based on data and to react to 
events as disclosed by Wachtel because the intelligent data assimilation system 
provides extensibility, free to change without inhibiting another data provider's ontology. 
Thus, it would enable a high degree of reusability of a Web server's components to fulfill 
a service requests from different types of data clients. 

As per claim 2, Ho further teaches the engine is further adapted to receive 
requests in the first language from another client process and issue responses in the 
first language to said another client process; the engine is adapted to issue responses 
in the first language to said another client process according to the objects instantiated 
by the application and to their properties; and the engine is adapted to provide updated 
properties and events to the application in the second language according to requests 
received in the first language from said another client process (Fig. 1 , different client 
computer platform and applications such as JAVA, C, C++, HTML, XML, Dynamic 
HTML, WML is transmited to the server, and these limitations have been rejected by the 
same reasons has provided above in the detailed rejected of claim 1). 

As per claim 3, Ho further teaches wherein a client process communicates with 
the engine of the server process through an application process, said application 
process comprising: a second engine adapted to communicate with the client process; a 
second application adapted to communicate with the second engine; 
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and a client interface adapted to communicate with the engine in the first language and 
.adapted to communicate with the second application and/or with the second engine 
(Fig. 4, application interface metamodels, such as Cobol metamodel, C metamodel). 

As per claim 4, Ho further teaches wherein the engine is further adapted to 
receive requests in a third language from another client process and issue responses in 
the third language to said another client process, the third language being different from 
the first language and distinct from the second language; the engine is adapted to issue 
responses in the third language to said another client process according to the objects 
instantiated by the application and to their properties; and the engine is adapted to 
provide updated properties and events to the application in the second language 
according to requests received in the third language from said another client process 
(Fig. 1, different client computer platform and applications such as JAVA, C, C++, 
HTML, XML, Dynamic HTML, WML is transmitted to the server, and these limitations 
have been rejected by the same reasons has provided above in the detailed rejected of 
claim 1). 

As per claim 5, Ho further teaches wherein the engine is provided with a first 
renderer for communicating with said client process in said first language and with a 
second renderer for communicating with said another client process in said third 
language (Fig. 8, col. 8, lines 20-27, col. 10, lines 5-8, col. 12, lines 33-39). 

As per claim 6, Ho further teaches wherein a client process communicates with 
the engine of the server process through an application process, said application 
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process comprising: a second engine adapted to communicate with the client process; 
a second application adapted to communicate with the second engine; 
and a client interface adapted to communicate with the engine in the first language and 
adapted to communicate with the second application and/or with the second engine 
(Fig. 4, application interface metamodels, such as Cobol metamodel, C metamodel). 

As per claim 7, Ho further teaches wherein the engine is further adapted to 
receive requests in a third language from another client process and issue responses in 
the third language to said another client process, the third language being different from 
the first language and distinct from the second language; the engine is adapted to issue 
responses in the third language to said another client process according to the objects 
instantiated by the application and to their properties; the engine is adapted to provide 
updated properties and events to the application in the second language according to 
requests received in the third language from said another client process (Fig. 8, col. 8, 
lines 20-27, col. 10, lines 5-8, col. 12, lines 33-39, Fig. 1, different client computer 
platform and applications such as JAVA, C, C++, HTML, XML, Dynamic HTML, WML). 

As per claim 8, Ho further teaches wherein the engine is provided with a first 
renderer for communicating with said client process in said first language and with a 
second renderer for communicating with said another client process in said third 
language (Fig. 8, col. 8, lines 20-27, col. 10, lines 5-8, col. 12, lines 33-39, Fig. 1, 
different client computer platforms and applications. 

As per claim 9, Ho further teaches wherein a client process communicates with 
the engine of the server process through an application process, said application 
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process comprising: a second engine adapted to communicate with the client process; a 
second application adapted to communicate with the second engine; 
and a client interface adapted to communicate with the engine in the first language and 
also adapted to communicate with the second application and or with the second engine 
(Fig. 3, col. 10, lines 44-46, as CAM consists of language metamodels). 

As per claim 10, Ho further teaches wherein a client process communicates with 
the engine of the server process through an application process, said application 
process comprising: a second engine adapted to communicate with the client process; 
a second application adapted to communicate with the second engine; and a client 
interface adapted to communicate with the engine in the first language and adapted to 
communicate with the second application and/or with the second engine (Fig. 4, 
different Application Interface Metamodels, C metamodel, Cobol metamodel). 

As per claim 1 1 , Ho further teaches wherein the first language includes html (col. 
4, lines 15-19, as JAVA, C, C++, HTML, XML, Dynamic HTML, WML). 

Response to Arguments 

The rejection to 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph is removed. 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-1 1 filed on October 1 , 2007 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M. LE whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4111. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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